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Abstract

Historical institutionalists, such as Paul
Pierson, try to utilize the concept of
“entrenchment” to understand the expansion
and persistence of welfare statein
democratic polities. Renowned concepts
such as “positive feedback™ and “path
dependence” are frequently used to explain
these entrenched policies. However, one
very important point is missing in these
researchesisthat if populationisfavorable
toward the welfare policiesin general, the
persistent of these policies can be explained
asthe fulfillment of democratic
“responsiveness” rather than a somehow
negative term “entrenchment.” As a result,
we need to find an empirical aswell asa
theoretical way of distinguishing between
entrenchment with and without
responsiveness. A revised version of the
new institutionalism, called, “theory
endogenous institutional change,” will be
used in this research to focus on the
relations between preference formation and
institutional change vis the problem of time
inconsistency. Because the government
mechanism of the National Health Insurance
(NHI) in Taiwan indeed shows its
entrenching power for resisting reform for
the past ten years, this research intends to
use Taiwan’s NHI as an example in point to
see whether public’s policy preference
toward the NHI changed over time. Various
data bases or sources of date are used to
make this critical check. Content analysis
and personal interview technique areused in
this research to find the answer. The result
of thisresearch will be expected to have an



impact on the traditional research path on
the welfare state.

Keywords: New Institutionalism,
Entrenchment, Time Inconsistency,
Institutional Change, the NHI
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